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Bef ore FAGG WOLLMAN, and MURPHY, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM

Wight filed this 42 U S.C. § 1983 action seeking injunctive relief
and nonetary damages for alleged due process and equal protection
violations by state taxing authorities. Wight conplained that a schedul ed
foreclosure sale of his property to recover tax delinquencies constituted
a taking without due process of law, and that defendant racially
di scrim nat ed agai nst hi m because he is bl ack.

On defendant's notion, the district court! dismssed Wight's
conplaint, concluding it |lacked subject matter jurisdiction under the Tax
Injunction Act, 28 U S.C 8§ 1341, because Mssouri |aw provided an adequate
state renmedy. Wight tinely appeal ed.

The Honorable D. Brook Bartlett, Chief Judge, United States
District Court for the Western District of Mssouri.



VW review de novo whet her federal subject matter jurisdiction exists.
Keene Corp. v. Cass, 908 F.2d 293, 296 (8th Cir. 1990). We conclude the
district court was correct in dismssing Wight's conplaint.? See 28

US C 8§ 1341 (federal courts lack jurisdiction over actions to enjoin
assessnent, |evy, or collection of any tax under state |aw where plain,
speedy, and efficient state renedy available); M. Rev. Stat. 88 141.210-
141. 810 (providing procedures for challengi ng assessnent and coll ection of
tax); Fair Assessnent in Real Estate Ass'n, Inc. v. MNary, 454 U S. 100,
107, 116-17 (1981) (barring 8 1983 suits for nonetary damages because of
principle of conity; addressing adequacy of M ssouri's taxpayer-protection

processes). Def endant presented unrebutted evidence that Wight
participated in a pre-foreclosure evidentiary hearing. As to Wight's
equal protection claim he failed to allege any supporting facts entitling
himto relief. See Klinger v. Departnment of Corrections, 31 F.3d 727, 731

733 (8th Gr. 1994) (noting equal protection threshold requirenent), cert.
denied, 115 S. C. 1177 (1995).

Accordingly, we affirm
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2\ note that pending this appeal, defendant has held in
abeyance the prospective sale of the property at issue.
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